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Field of the Invention 

The present invention is related to computer-aided design, and more 
5 particularly to a computer-aided design placement tool for performing 2-dimensional 
transistor placement with emphasis on rehability verification constraints in integrated 
circuit layout. 

Background Information 

1 0 Integrated circuits comprise a collection of components, including but not 

limited to transistors, resistors, and capacitors, fabricated on a semiconductor 
substrate. The components are connected with metal interconnections, called wires, 
to form a system such as a microprocessor. Integrated circuit performance has been 
improving because the components and the wires are being fabricated in smaller 

1 5 sizes to increase the density of the integrated circuits. However, keeping the correct 
fimctionality of an integrated circuit intact over extended periods of usage and 
preventing breakdowns are new concerns that designers and computer-aided design 
tools need to address for circuit designs. 

Circuits that function properly when fabricated often fail to work after a certain 

20 period of use. Such failures are caused by various rehability phenomena. 

Electromigration is a common reliability phenomenon that affects high-frequency 
circuits today. Electromigration refers to the migration of metal ions due to 
prolonged electron flow in the same direction. Electromigration causes progressive 
damage to metal conductors in an integrated circuit. Electromigration results in the 

25 creation of voids and hillocks in the metal interconnections, as a result of which the 
effective cross-section of the conductor comes down. Over time, the metal width of 
the interconnection is no longer sufficient to carry the current and this causes 
electrical opens or increased resistance which lead to circuit failure. FIGS. 1 A and 
IB are diagrams of atop view of a wire illustrating the effects of electromigration. 

30 As shown m FIG. 1 A, a wire unaffected by electromigration has a uniform width. 
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However, a wire having a high unidirectional current density experiences 
electromigration over a period of use. As shown in FIG. IB, the width of the wire is 
no longer uniform due to electromigration. 

Another reliability phenomenon is the self-heat of metal wires. Self-heat refers 

5 to the thermal breakdown of a conductor, very similar to how a filament in a bulb 
bums out. FIGS. 2 A and 2B are diagrams of a top view of a wire illustrating the 
effects of self-heat. As shown in FIG. 2A, a wire unaffected by self-heat has a 
uniform width. However, a wire having a high density current experiences self-heat 
over a period of use. As shown in FIG. 2B, a wire affected by self-heat breaks down 

10 and is no longer uniform. 

Both of these problems are caused by large currents in interconnections that are 
not wide enough to handle them. In any modem high-fi-equency integrated circuit, 
interconnections have to be sized based on these reUability concerns. With 
microprocessor designs now entering the GHz frequency ranges, it is extremely 

1 5 critical to optimize their design layouts for reUability verification (RV) constraints. 
But optimizing layouts by hand for rehability verification constraints affects a 
mask-designer's productivity because the amount of layout rework involved can be 
quite significant. However, currently available automated placement algorithms do 
not consider reUability verification issues. 

20 Accordingly, there is a need for an automated design tool that mmimizes 

reUability concems arising firom electromigration and self heat, while at the same 
time achieves a high layout density. 

Summary of the Invention 

25 According to one embodiment of the present invention, a computerized method 

of creating a layout for a circuit design includes receiving a cncuit design and 
receiving at least one layout rale based on a reliabiUty verification constraint for the 
circuit design. The computerized method further includes generating a layout for the 
circuit design through computer automated operations wherein the layout generated 
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satisfies the at least one layout rule based on the reliability verification constraint 
received for the circuit design. 

Other embodiments are described and claimed. 



5 Brief Description of the Drawings 

FIGS, 1 A and IB are diagrams of a top view of a v^ire illustrating the effects of 
electromigration. 

FIGS. 2 A and 2B are diagrams of a top view of a wire illustrating the effects of 
self-heat. 

10 FIG. 3 is a diagram of a typical hardware and operating environment in 

conjunction with which embodiments of the invention may be implemented. 

FIG. 4 is a block diagram of one embodiment of a computer automated 
placement tool of the present invention. 

FIG. 5 is a high level flowchart of a method of placing components of an 
1 5 integrated circuit in a layout according to one embodiment of the present invention. 

FIG. 6 is a more detailed flow chart of the "Cluster the components. . block 
of FIG. 5 according to one embodiment of the present invention. 

FIGS. 7A, 7B, 7C, 7D, 7E and 7F are schematic diagrams of transistors in a 
cluster used to illustrate various folding schemes. 
20 FIG. 7G is a diagram of the physical layout for the schematic in FIG. 7F. 

FIG. 8 is a more detailed flow chart of the "Generate a layout. . block of 
FIG. 5 according to one embodiment of the present invention. 

FIG. 9 is as a diagram of a cluster of transistors generated according to block 
502 of FIG. 5. 

25 FIGS. lOA and lOB are structural trees for the N- and P-parts of the cluster 

shown in FIG. 9. 

FIG. 1 1 A is a diffusion graph for the P-parts of the cluster shown ui FIG. 9. 
FIG. 1 IB is the diffusion graph of FIG. 1 1 A with arrows on the edges to 
indicate a path. 

30 FIGS. 12A, 12B and 12C are diagrams of the P-part and the N-part of a cluster. 
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FIG. 13 is a more detailed flow chart of the "Place the various layout 
clusters. . block of FIG. 5 according to one embodiment of the present invention. 

FIG. 14 is a block diagram of a 2-dimensional layout space having overlapping 
rows according to one embodiment of the invention. 
5 FIG. 1 5 is a diagram of a circuit segment used to illustrate an example method 

of computing an electromigration cost function. 

FIG. 16 is a diagram of transistors used to illustrate an example of terminal 
blockage. 



10 Description of the Preferred Embodiments 

In the following detailed description of the preferred embodiments, reference is 
made to the accompanying drawings which form a part hereof, and in which is 
shown by way of illustration specific embodiments in which the invention may be 
practiced. It is to be understood that other embodiments may be utilized and 
15 structural changes may be made without departing from the scope of the present 
invention. 

The embodiments of a novel 2-dimensional placement system and method 
described below minimize reliability concerns arising from electromigration and 
self-heat while at the same time achieving a high layout density. In one embodiment, 

20 the 2-dimensional placement method is useful in placing circuits containing widely 
varying transistor sizes. Some embodiments of the present invention are used for 
synthesis of standard cells, datapath bit-cells or custom cells. 

The phrase "some embodiments" refers to at least some embodiments of the 
invention. The various appearances of "some embodiments" are not necessarily 

25 referring to the same embodiments. If the specification states a component, feature, 
structure, or characteristic "may," "might," or "could" be included, that particular 
component, feature, structure, or characteristic is not required to be included. 
Reference in the specification to "an embodiment" or "one embodiment" means that 
a particular feature, structure, or characteristic described in connection with the 
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embodiment is included in at least some embodiments, but not necessarily all 
embodiments, of the invention. 

Hardware and Operating Environment 

5 FIG. 3 is a diagram of a typical hardware and operating environment in 

conjunction with which embodiments of the invention are implemented. Computer 
system 300 comprises a bus or other communication means 301 for communicating 
information, and a processor 302 coupled with bus 301 for processing information. 
Computer system 300 further comprises a random access memory (RAM) or other 

10 dynamic storage device 304 (referred to as main memory), coupled to bus 301 for 
storing information and instructions to be executed by processor 302. Main memory 
304 also may be used for storing temporary variables or other intermediate 
information during execution of automated placement tool instructions by processor 
302. Computer system 300 also comprises a read only memory (ROM) and/or other 

15 static storage device 306 coupled to bus 301 for storing static information and 

instructions for processor 302, and a data storage device 307 such as a magnetic disk 
or optical disk and its corresponding disk drive. Data storage device 307 is coupled 
to bus 301 for storing information and instructions for creating a layout for a circuit 
design. Computer system 300 may further be coupled to a display device 321, such 

20 as a cathode ray tube (CRT) or Hquid crystal display (LCD) coupled to bus 301 for 
displaying design placement information to a computer user. An alphanumeric input 
device 322, including alphanumeric and other keys, may also be coupled to bus 301 
for communicating information and command selections to processor 302. An 
additional user input device may be cursor control device 323, such as a mouse, 

25 trackball, stylus, or cursor direction keys, coupled to bus 301 for commxmicating 
direction information and command selections to processor 302, and for controlling 
cursor movement on display 321 . Another device which may be coupled to bus 301 
is hard copy device 324 which may be used for printing instructions, data, or other 
information on a medium such as paper, film, or similar types of media. Note, also, 

30 that any or all of the components of computer system 300 and associated hardware 
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may be used in one embodiment, however, it can be appreciated that any type of 
configuration of the system may be used for various purposes as the user requires in 
other embodiments. 

Computer-readable instructions stored on a computer-readable medium are 

5 executable by the processor 302 of computer system 300. A hard drive, CD-ROM, 
and RAM are some examples of articles including a computer-readable medium. For 
example, a computer-aided design tool performing reliability verification may be 
included on a CD-ROM and loaded fi^om the CD-ROM to a hard drive. The 
computer-readable instructions cause the computer system 300 to perform methods 

1 0 of creating a layout for a circuit design as further described below. 

System Level Overview 

Computer-aided design tools are used to automated the design of integrated 
circuits. Several different types of computer-aided design tools are available, 

15 including but not Hmited to, schematic design tools, net list tools, placement tools 
and routing tools. A placement tool is used to locate the components of a circuit 
design for an integrated circuit in a physical layout for the integrated circuit. The 
placement tool receives as input the circuit design and various layout architecture 
rules and produces layouts that conform to those rules. The novel placement tool of 

20 the present invention receives at least one layout rule based on rehability verification 
constraints and generates a layout that conforms to the layout rules. 

Reliability verification constraints refer to constraints arising fi*om any 
phenomena that lead to the gradual malfimctioning of a chip. Such phenomena cause 
chips that function properly when manufactured to develop problems over certain 

25 periods of usage. Two examples of such phenomena are electromigration and self- 
heat. 

A system level overview of one embodiment of the present invention is 
described by reference to Fig. 4. Fig. 4 is a block diagram of a computer automated 
placement system 400. The computer automated placement system shown in Fig. 4 
30 comprises inputs 402, processing modules 404, and one or more outputs 406. 
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In one embodiment, the inputs 402 comprise a circuit design for an integrated 
circuit and one or more layout rules based on reliability verification constraints. The 
circuit design is created using any commonly available schematic design tool 
software. A net hst representation of the circuit design is created using any 

5 commonly available net hst tool software. 

In one embodiment, a cell library maintains a plurahty of gates and a plurahty 
of layout rules for the circuit design and at least one of the layout rules is based on a 
reliabihty verification constraint. One example of a layout rule based on a reUability 
verification constraint is the specification of a maximum current that a wire of a 

1 0 given width can carry based on electromigration constraints. Another example of 
such a rule is the specification of a maximum current density for a wire of a given 
width due to self-heat constraints. These rules are specified for one or more of the 
metal layers available for interconnection. Alternate embodiments having additional 
or differing layout rules are contemplated as within the scope of the invention. For 

1 5 example, some embodiments have layout rules based on other reliabihty phenomena 
such as thermal cracking of polysihcon, latch-up issues and maximum current per 
contact. Likewise, some embodiments have additional layout rules based on 
traditional layout constraints such as density constraints, aspect ratio constraints, or 
routing complexity constraints. 

20 The processing modules 404 comprise program modules that perform the 

fimctions of a computer automated placement tool. Generally, program modules 
include routines, programs, objects, components, data structures, etc., that perform 
particular functions or implement particular abstract data types. In one embodiment, 
the processing modules 404 receive the circuit design in the form of a net hst. The 

25 processing modules place the components of the circuit design in a layout and the 
processing modules analyze the placement for compliance with the layout rules 
based on reliabihty verification constraints. One output 406 of the computer 
automated placement system 400 is a layout for the integrated circuit that comphes 
with the layout rules based on the rehability verification constraints received as 
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inputs. In one embodiment, wires are routed between the plurality of gates in the 
layout of the integrated circuit using any commonly available routing tool software. 

Additional inputs, functions of the processing modules, and outputs will be 
readily apparent from the following detailed description. 

5 

Methods of the Invention 

In the previous section, a system level overview of the operation of an example 
embodiment of the invention was described. In this section, the particular methods 
performed by a processor, such as the processor 302 of FIG. 3, in an example 

10 embodiment are described by reference to a series of flowcharts and diagrams. The 
methods to be performed constitute computer programs made up of 
computer-executable instructions. The methods shown in FIGS. 5-16 are 
implemented in connection with a machine readable medium comprising machine 
readable instructions for causing a computer to perform the method. Such machine 

1 5 readable medium may include software modules and computer programs. The 

computer programs comprise multiple modules or objects to perform the methods, or 
the functions of the processing modules in the computer automated placement 
system of FIG. 4. The type of computer programming languages used to write the 
code may vary fi-om procedural code type languages to object oriented languages. 

20 The files or objects need not have a one to one correspondence to the modules or 
method steps described depending on the desires of the programmer. Further, the 
method and apparatus may comprise combinations of software, hardware and 
firmware. Describing the methods by reference to flowcharts enables one skilled in 
the art to develop such programs including such instructions to carry out the methods 

25 on suitable computerized systems. 

A major drawback of current placement methods is that the techniques focus 
on high layout density and ignore reliability verification (RV) constraints. 
Significant redesign effort is saved by considering RV constraints during the layout 
of a circuit design. The novel placement methods of the present invention consider 

30 reUability verification constraints in addition to traditional metrics such as width 
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; minimization and wiring cost. In one embodiment, the placement methods 

minimize reliability verification concerns aising from electromigration and self heat 
while simultaneously achieving a high layout density. The placement methods 
described in this section also make use of rows that have non-uniform sizes and are 
5 overlapping. This produces a result that is closer to manual layout than the pseudo 
2-dimensional methods currently available. According to one embodiment of the 
present invention, the placement method consists of three main operations: (1) 
clustering of components, (2) generating the layouts for these clusters, and 
(3) placing the various layout clusters relative to each other. 
10 FIG. 5 is a high level flowchart of a method of placing components of an 

integrated circuit in a layout according to one embodiment of the present invention. 
As shown in FIG. 5 the method begins by clustering the components of the 
integrated circuit (block 502). In one embodiment, clustering is performed based on 
an analysis of a circuit design received in the form of a net list. After clustering the 
15 components of the integrated circuit, layouts are generated for each of the clusters 
(block 504). Then the various layout clusters are placed relative to each other in a 
layout for the integrated circuit (block 506). A novel cost function is used to 
evaluate the resulting layout for the integrated circuit. The cost function considers 
rehability verification constraints and is further described below. The following 
20 sections further elaborate on blocks 502, 504 and 506 of FIG. 5 . 

Clustering of the Components. As schematics get larger it is often desirable 
to break up the schematic into smaller segments to keep the complexity manageable. 
One method of breaking up the schematic is referred to as clustering. The purpose of 
clustering is to break up a schematic into a set of strongly connected transistors 
25 according to a desired gate ordering style. For any cell library, sets of layout 
architecture rules dictate the desired gate ordering style. 

FIG. 6 is a more detailed flow chart of the "Cluster the components. . ." block 
of FIG. 5. As shown in FIG. 6, clustering begins by assigning each of the transistors 
to one of a plurality of clusters (block 602). After the transistors are assigned to 
30 clusters, the clusters are merged according to a desired gate ordering style (block 
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604). In some embodiments, the clusters are adjusted after they are merged (block 
606). For example, the clusters may be adjusted to comply with various layout 
constraints or to equalize stack legs. The operations in block 604 and 606 of FIG. 6 
are now described in more detail. 
5 As shown in FIG. 6, after each transistor is assigned to a cluster, the clusters 

are merged according to a desired gate ordering style (block 604). hi one 
embodiment, the clusters are merged based on a lumped gate ordering style or a 
distributed gate ordering style. However, the invention is not hmited to lumped or 
distributed gate ordering styles. Alternate embodiments having additional or 
10 differing gate ordering styles are contemplated as within the scope of the invention. 

For a lumped gate ordering style, clusters with legs from the same transistors 
are merged together. The lumped gate ordering style is used when the 
electromigration rules for the operating frequency allow abutment of fransistors legs 
with the same gate net. Lumped gate ordering is used because it saves a significant 
1 5 amount of routing area for the input signals. However, in a high-frequency cell 
library, transistor legs with similar gate nets cannot be placed together due to 
electromigration from increased sfrap currents. However, a distributed gate ordering 
style is used where two abutting transistors usually do not have the same gate net. 
For a distributed placement style, the clusters are merged on a net-by-net basis. For 
20 each net except power and ground, all clusters with devices whose sources or drains 
connect to this net are conditionally merged. Li most cases, each one of the resulting 
clusters obtained corresponds to a logic gate in the circuit design. 

However, devices with a large size mismatch should not be merged during 
clustering. In one embodiment, an input parameter. A, is defined to quantify this size 
25 mismatch. If the ratio of the width of device from the new cluster to the width of the 
largest device in the current cluster is larger than / or smaller than \IA, then the two 
clusters should not be merged. Otherwise, the fmal result of placement will not be 
optimal since the abutment of transistors not matched in width is a potential waste of 
cell area. However, one exception is the transmission gate. 
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In some embodiments, after the clusters are merged, the clusters are adjusted 
(block 606). For example, the clusters may be adjusted to comply with various 
architecture layout rules or layout constraints. For example, fabrication processes 
may limit the maximum size of a device that can be manufactured reliably. In cases 
5 where the schematic devices need to be larger than the size allowed by the layout 
constraints, transistors are folded into multiple legs to comply with the size limits. 

Some examples of folding schemes are described by reference to FIGS. 7 A, 
7B, 7C, 7D, 7E, 7F, and 7G which are schematic diagrams or layout diagrams of 
transistors in a cluster. In the example embodiments shown in FIGS. 7A, 7B, IQ, 
1 0 7D, 7E, 7F and 7G the maximum device size allowed by the layout constraints is two 
microns (2(a). The example shown in FIG. 7A is a diagram of cluster having a 
transistor with a width of six microns (6^) and a transistor with width of three 
microns (3|li). Both devices shown in FIG, 7A exceed the maximum device size 
allowed for the cluster. Accordingly, the size of devices in the cluster is adjusted as 
15 shown in FIG. 7B to comply with the layout constraints. In the example 
embodiment shown in FIG, 7B, the folding scheme applied is referred to as 
"device-based legging." Device-based legging is the process by which transistors 
whose width exceeds the process limit are folded into smaller legs by a simple 
modulus operation. The modulus procedure for device-based legging is given below: 

20 remaining Width = size of given transistor 

maxLimit = Maximum transistor size 

placedWidth = width of each new transistor leg 

While (remaining Width > maxLimit) { 
placedWidth = maxLimit; 
25 remaining Width = remainingWidth - maxLimit; 

} 

While folding transistors, the algorithm also needs to make sure it is design rule 
correct and that the necessary add-on values (if any) for device legging are also 
30 considered. Thus, in device-based legging, transistors are folded solely based on the 
process limit and considerations of overall circuit structure do not come into the 
picture at all. The example shown in FIG. 7B, illustrates a device-based legging 
folding scheme. As shown in FIG. 7B, the device with a width of six microns (6ji) 
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(in FIG. 7 A) has been folded into three legs of two microns (2^) each. The device 
with a width of three microns (3\i) (in FIG. 7 A) has been folded into one leg of two 
microns (2^) and one leg of one micron (l|a). 

Re-legging of a device is advantageous for reasons other than complying with 
5 size constraints. For example, consider a circuit having a stack of transistors having 
different widths such as the circuit shown in FIG. 7A. When the transistors are 
placed, metal tracks have to be allocated to route the internal nodes after placement. 
By introducing additional device folding, the number of legs can be equalized across 
all stacked devices as shown m FIG. 7C. hi this example, device folding eliminates 
1 0 the need for routing the internal nodes, and should be used whenever such a gain is 
estimated to be higher than the cost of folding. This scheme is referred to as 
"stack-based legging." Stack-based legging refers to the folding of transistors in a 
way that preserves the regularity of the circuit topology. Transistors are folded not in 
isolation, but with consideration with respect to the overall circuit structure. This 
1 5 difference is illustrated by comparing FIGS. 7A, 7B and 7C. FIG. 7C preserves the 
regularity of the circuit structure of 7 A and thus is an example of stack-based 
legging. In contrast, FIG. 7B does not preserve the regularity of the circuit structure 
of FIG. 7 A since the transistors are folded in isolation and without regard to other 
transistors in the circuit. 
20 Several other layout considerations also determine how and when schematic 

devices should be legged before placement. In another example embodiment, the 
placement method of the present invention performs a scheme referred to as 
"differential-legging" to generate stacks of devices with notches designed for well 
taps, substrate taps or input pins. Differential legging refers to the process of 
25 artificially creating a small transistor during the transistor legging process. The 
notch created in the layout due to this small transistor can be used to insert objects 
(such as input puis, substrate taps, input protection diodes etc.) which otherwise may 
have been difficult because of lack of convenient notch area in the layout. 

The following example compares device-based legging to differential legging. 
30 With a process legging limit of two microns (2\i), a device with a width of four 
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microns (4|u) as shown in FIG. 7D is folded into two legs of two microns (2|n) each 
as shown in FIG. 7E by the device-based legging scheme. In contrast, using 
differential legging the same device is folded into two legs of one-and-three-fourths 
microns (1.75 ix) each and one leg of one-half micron (0.5 \x) as shown in FIG. 7F to 
5 create a notch for taps or input pins. The smaller transistor shown in FIG. 7F creates 
a notch in the physical layout. The physical layout for the schematic in FIG. 7F is 
illustrated in FIG. 7G. 

In one embodiment of the present invention, the layout production 
environment uses a Cell Architecture Rules Language for describing the various 
10 knobs that control device legging to the placement algorithm. The Cell Architecture 
Rules Language is further described in B. Basaran et al, "GeneSys - A Leaf-Cell 
Layout Synthesis System for GHz VLSI Designs," Proc, 12th International 
Conference on VLSI Design, pp. 448-452 January 1999. 

Generation of Cluster Layouts. A method of clustering the components of the 
15 integrated circuit according to one embodiment of the present invention has been 
described. This section further describes a method of generating a layout for each 
one of the clusters as referred to in block 504 of FIG. 5. 

According to conventional methods, a Euler-path technique is used for the 
generation of a layout from clusters of a schematic. However, the Euler-path 
20 technique does not take into account reUability verification constraints when 

generating the layout for the cluster of the schematic. The present invention uses a 
novel method of generating a layout for a cluster ("cluster layout") that takes into 
account rehability verification constraints as well as traditional constraints such as 
diffiision sharing and gate ordering for a wide variety of circuit types. 
25 The following section describes an example embodiment of a method of 

generating a cluster layout for combinational circuit designs such as fully 
complementary CMOS circuits. However, the invention is not limited to layout 
generation for combinational circuit designs. Layout generation for other types of 
circuit designs such as domino and pass-gate logic are contemplated as within the 
30 scope of the invention. For example, the method can be applied to domino logic by 
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treating the N- and P-parts independently of each other and adding noise constraints 
to the clustering and simulated annealing cost functions. 

FIG. 8 is a more detailed flow chart of the "Generate a layout for each one of 
the clusters" block of FIG. 5 (block 504). As shown in FIG. 8, the method of 

5 generating a layout begins by building a structural tree representing the N- and 
P-parts of the cluster (block 802). The structural trees are used to build a diffusion 
graph for the N- and P-parts of the cluster (block 804). Methods of building the 
structural trees and building the diffusion graphs are known in the art. Next, the 
method includes finding a path in the diffusion graph (block 806). The operation of 

10 finding a path takes into consideration RV constraints and is described in more detail 
below. The resulting path corresponds to the order of the transistors in the layout for 
the cluster. A layout is generated for the cluster based on the paths (block 808). The 
operations shown in the flow chart of FIG. 8 are further illustrated by the following 
example described by reference to FIGS. 9, lOA, lOB, 11 A, IIB, 12A, 12B and 12C. 

15 FIG. 9 is as a diagram of a cluster of transistors generated according to block 

502 of FIG. 5. FIGS. lOA and lOB are structural trees for the N- and P-parts of the 
cluster shown in FIG, 9. The structural tree, TP, shown in FIG. lOA, represents the 
hierarchical structure of the P-parts of the cluster shown in FIG. 9. The structural 
tree, 77V, shown in FIG. lOB, represents the hierarchical structure of the N-parts of 

20 the cluster shown in FIG. 9. As shown in FIGS, lOA and lOB, the leaf vertices 1002, 
1006 of the trees correspond to the devices in the cluster. The other vertices 1004, 
1008 correspond to a connection type, either parallel (P) or series (S), of the children 
of the other vertices 1004, 1008. The structural trees are constructed separately for 
the N and P clusters. The structural trees are used for estimations of routing length 

25 and pairing corresponding P and N transistors. 

In an example embodiment of the invention, the children of every vertex in the 
structural trees TP and TN, as shown in FIG. lOA and lOB respectively, are ordered 
as follows: 

a) If the vertex is a series vertex, the order of its children is the order of the 
30 corresponding devices in the stack. 
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b) If the vertex is a parallel vertex, then there is a dual vertex in the 
complementary tree which is a series vertex. The order of its children coincides with 
the order of the children of the dual vertex, 

FIG. 11 A is a diffusion graph DP for the P-parts of the cluster shown in 
5 FIG. 9. A diffusion graph DN is also created for the N-part of the cluster, but is not 
shown here. Each edge (i.e. line) in the diffusion graph corresponds to one of the 
transistors in the P-part of the cluster shown in FIG. 9. The methods of creating 
diffusion graphs are known in the art. 

FIG. 1 IB is the diffusion graph DP, as shown in FIG. 1 1 A, with arrows on the 
10 edges to indicate a path. The identified path is used to create the layout of the P-part 
of the cluster shown in FIG. 9. In one embodiment, the path is identified by 
modifying a Fiery algorithm of finding a Euler path in a graph as described below. 
To find the path, begin by selecting an arbitrary vertex of the diffusion graph that 
satisfies the following criteria: 
15 a) The vertex has the maximum odd degree, 

b) Prefer odd-degree power node to a odd-degree non-power node. 
Odd-degree vertices are preferred since they enable traversal out of the vertex 
without diffusion breaks. 

c) If no odd degree node exists, then prefer a power node over a non-power 
20 node. Power nodes are preferred at the outer ends to reduce signal capacitance. 

d) The vertex does not correspond to an intemal net, since such a net will have 
to be routed if it is on the outer edges of a cluster. 

Selecting different vertices allows the generation of different layout 
implementations of the same cluster. After selecting an arbitrary vertex, let w be the 
25 vertex of the diffusion graph that has been reached and k be the number of the last 
edge that has been marked (initially ^=0). Select the next edge of the diffusion graph 
according to the following rules: 

a) Select a bridging edge only if there is no other choice. 

b) When there is a choice between multiple non-bridging edges, then use the 
30 following rules in the given precedence: 
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1) Select a gate net based on electromigration constraints. (An 
example is described below.) 

2) Select an edge which will ensure the same order of P and N 
transistors. This information is obtained from the complementary structural tree. 

5 3) Select an edge which is nearest to current node in the structural tree, 

to minimize routing requirements 

The appUcation of the novel rule of selecting a gate net based on 

electromigration constraints in (b)(1) above is illustrated with the following example. 

Consider a 4-input NAND gate cell. Let each of the input signals (a, b, c, d) connect 
10 to three legs of PMOS and NMOS transistors each. If the target frequency for the 

library is high enough, then the layout must be strongly driven by electromigration 

concems. Therefore, to reduce strap currents, the following gate orderings will be 

preferable: 

(a bcddcbaabcd) or (a bcdabcdabcd) 
15 Whereas if the current values are not significant enough, as in a lower frequency 
library, the current values allow for lumping similar gate nets together, as in: 

(aaabbbcccddd) 
An overall area reduction is possible in this case, even with potential diffusion 
breaks. This is because all the inputs can be routed with one metal track in most 
20 cases (assuming a single row placement for the cluster). 

Depending on particular layout design style and process reliability verification 
constraints, the placement algorithm is able to adapt to varying requirements on gate 
ordering. Another common gate-ordering scheme that shares routing tracks on input 
signals is: 

25 (abababcdcdcd) 

Referring back to FIG. 1 IB, an example path goes through N2, N3, N2, Nl, 
N3. This path goes through a, b, c, and d but not e due to diffiision break. Based on 
this path, the order of the transistors for the P-part of the cluster is a, b, c, d and e for 
the above example. 
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After generating the layouts for all clusters, some clusters can be potentially 
very long compared to others. In such cases, the placement of layout clusters relative 
to each other as described in the next section becomes easier if the long clusters are 
broken up into smaller chunks, as illustrated by reference to FIGS. 12 A, 12B and 
5 12C. 

As shown in FIGS. 12A, the row for the P-part of the cluster is much longer 
than the row for the N-part of the cluster, hi this case folding is done to equalize the 
size of the rows. The stacks of devices are usually allowed to split on the power and 
ground nets only, since the increase in nodal capacitance is generally allowed only 

10 for non-switching nodes. Four possible row cutting lines are indicated in FIG. 12 A. 
FIGS. 12B and 12C illustrate two example ways to fold the P-part of the cluster. As 
shown in FIG. 12B, the P-part is folded at the left and right-most VCC lines and the 
corresponding portions of the P-part are placed on the left and right end of the 
N-part. As shown in FIG. 12C, the P-part is folded at one of the VCC lines on the 

15 left side and the corresponding portion of the P-part is placed on the left end of the 
N-part. 

Placement of Cluster Blocks. A method of generating a layout for each one of 
the clusters according to one embodiment of the present invention has been 
described. This section further describes a method of placing the various layout 

20 clusters relative to each other as referred to in block 506 of FIG. 5. 

Once the various clusters have been generated and a layout produced for each 
cluster according to block 502 and block 504 of FIG. 5, an iterative improvement 
technique is used to place the clusters relative to each other. In one embodiment, 
while placing the clusters relative to each other, the novel placement method of the 

25 present invention address the following concerns: (1) reduction of current density to 
minimize RV problems and (2) packing of the clusters in a true 2-dimensional 
manner. 

FIG. 13 is a more detailed flowchart of the "Place the various layout clusters 
relative to each other" block of FIG. 5 (block 506). As shown in FIG. 13, the method 
30 begins by placing the various layout clusters in a layout for the integrated circuit 
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(block 1302), In one embodiment, the layout is perfomied in a 2-dimensional 
manner as further described below. Then, the rehability verification constraints are 
analyzed for the layout of the integrated circuit (block 1304). In one embodiment, 
the analysis includes calculating a cost function having a reliability verification 

5 factor representing the effects of self-heat and electromigration. One objective of the 
method shown in FIG. 13 is to minimize such a cost function and thus minimize 
reliability verification concerns arising from electromigration and self heat. To 
further minimize the cost function and improve the final layout, the layout clusters 
may be rearranged (block 1306). Perturbation functions used to rearrange the layout 

1 0 are further described below. In one embodiment, the process shown in block 1 304 
and block 1306 is repeated until the cost function has been minimized as desired 
(block 1308). In some embodiments, the layout is also analyzed at block 1304 for 
traditional constraints such as layout density constraints, aspect ratio constraints, and 
routing complexity constraints. 

15 In one embodiment, the operations of placing the clusters (block 1302 of 

FIG. 13) and rearranging the clusters (block 1306 of FIG. 13) are performed in a 
2-dimensional manner. The novel cluster placement method of the present invention 
models uses multiple overlapping rows to guide the placement of the clusters in a 
2-dimensional manner. The row widths are generated based on the widths of the 

20 clusters. There are several ways of breaking an area, or placement space, into 

multiple overlapping rows. An example embodiment uses the width of the smallest 
cluster to partition the entire cell width into rows that have widths which are integer 
multiples of this width. 

FIG. 14 is a block diagram of a 2-dimensional layout space having overlapping 

25 rows according to one embodiment of the invention. The width (w) of the rows in 
the layout shown in FIG. 14 are multiples of the width of the smallest cluster 1402. 
The layout space shown in FIG. 14 has ten rows comprised of four rows of width W 
(row A, row B, row C, row D), three rows of width 2W (row AB, row BC, row CD), 
two rows of width 3W (row ABC, row BCD) and one row of width 4W (row 
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ABCD). Such an overlapping scheme of rows allows a dense placement of clusters 
that are mismatched in their widths 

In one embodiment, the operations shown in FIG. 13 are implemented with a 
simulated annealing algorithm such as the following example simulated annealing 
5 algorithm: 



1 temp-INIT^TEMP 

2 place = INIT^PLACEMENT 

3 while (temp > FINALJTEMP) do { 

10 4 while {inner _loop_criterion = FALSE) do { 

5 new j)lace - PERTURB (place) 

6 AC = COST(new _place) - COST(place) 

7 if {AC<0 or RANDOM(0, 1) > e^''''') then 

8 place = new j>lace\ 
15 9 temp = SCHEDULE (temp); 

10 } 

11 } 



Previous cluster placement algorithms using simulated annealing focused on 
20 optimizing diffusion gaps and wire lengths. In contrast, reliability verification 

constraints are analyzed with a novel simulated annealing cost function of the present 
invention in addition to traditional metrics such as cell area, wire-length and number 
of diffusion breaks. In one embodiment of the present invention, the simulated 
annealing cost function is set up to bias the topology towards a gate ordering that 
25 minimizes overall current density and thus reduces the effects over time of reliability 
phenomena such as electromigration and self heat. 

In an example embodiment, the simulated annealing cost function is selected 
such that it optimizes all the variables of interest. According to one embodiment of 
the present invention, the structure of the cost function used is as follows: 
30 Cost function k^jiFcA + ^^l^^i + ^^db^db + ^rv^^rv ^tb^ tb 
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The cost function is a weighted sum of five different components. The 
example cost function provided above includes traditional metrics such as cell area 
(FcJ, wire-length estimation (F^^) and the number of diffusion breaks (F^^). The 
example cost function defined above also includes two new and useful measures of 
5 quality, namely, RV constraints (Fj^y) and terminal blockage estimation (F^^). 
The success of a simulated annealing cost function is influenced by the 
selection of the weights {kc^, k^^ kj^^, k^y and kj^ that normahze the five cost 
components, A variety of factors determine the selection of weights in the simulated 
annealing cost function. In one embodiment, if the layout architecture is heavily 

10 driven by rehability constraints, then the reliability weights are increased relatively 
to reflect this. In another embodiment, the desired layout architecture is studied and 
several representative cells are passed through this algorithm. The initial weights are 
determined by theoretical calculations, and then the weights are adjusted using the 
experimental data obtained fi:om the representative cells. Such experimentation can 

15 produce several sets of weight factors, each of which are categorized as being useful 
for a particular family of input data. 

A bounding box of all transistor clusters provides a quick estimate of the net 
cell area, F^^^. The wiring cost F^^ can be approximated by using a standard Steiner- 
tree estimation procedure with optional qualifiers for special nets. For example, the 

20 routing topologies for certain nets may be known in advance from the layout 

architecture rules and those may be calculated separately from the other nets. The 
Steiner-tree estimation procedure is further described in J. M. Ho et al., "A New 
Approach to the Rectihnear Steiner Tree Problem," IEEE Transactions on 
Computer-aided Design, 9(2), pp. 185-193, February 1985. Before computing the 

25 number of diffusion breaks F^^, the placement is compacted by abutments of 
adjacent clusters through diffusion sharing wherever possible. 

In one embodiment, the total RV cost is represented in the following way: 
F^y^ fj(electromigration) + f2(self-heat) 

A method of computing the electromigration cost of the total RV cost, 

30 fj(electromigration), is now described according to one embodiment of the present 
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invention. The goal of the electromigration cost fimction is to reduce the 
unidirectional current density across all cut lines of the circuit. Let c(ln) denote the 
fraction of average current corresponding to gate net n through the arbitrary vertical 
cut-line / across the circuit. The overall xmidirectional current density cost is taken as 
5 the maximum value of c(ln), summed across all nets for all possible cut-lines as 
follows: 

F^y (electromigration) ^ max ^ (3^ c(ln)) 

In one embodiment, the following notation is used to obtain a polynomial 

expression for c(ln). Let pd^^fM be the number of PMOS transistors with gate 
10 signal n on the left side of the line /, and pd^,^Jln) be the number on the right side of 

the line /. Let the corresponding numbers for the NMOS devices be ndj^/ln) and 

nd,^gjln). Then define the total currents for each part as the followmg: 

nd(n) = nd^^/ln)+ nd^^^Jln) 

pd(n) ^pdi,/ln)^pd^^gjln) 
15 Then c(7, n) is be defined as the absolute value of 

(ndi^/ln)/nd(l,n) - pd^,/hn)/pd(ln)) or 

(nd^,^Jln)/nd(ln) - pd,,^Jln)/pd(ln)) 

This is the firactional unidirectional load on the horizontal wire segment 

connecting the left and right parts of the circuit. The method allows incremental 
20 calculation, which is essential in any iterative algorithm. 

FIG. 15 is a diagram of a circuit segment 1500 used to illustrate an example 

method of computing an electromigration cost fimction. The following example 

illustrates the method of computing the electromigration cost, f /electromigration). 

The line / divides the circuit segment 1500 into a left and a right part for the 
25 following calculations. In this example, let pd^^j-/la) = 21 pd^^Jla) = 21 nd^^/l,a) 

= I and nd,^^Jla) = 2L Hence nd(a) = 31 and pd(a) = 4L 



c(l,n) 
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In alternate embodiments, enhancements to this basic model may be made to 
make this model support various other factors such as the long and short metal 
electromigration rules, fudge factors for various rush-through currents etc. 
The total RV cost F^^ includes the self-heating cost in addition to the 
5 electromigration cost. In one embodiment, a similar model can be apphed to 
compute f2(self-heat). The self-heat analysis is concerned with modeling the 
bidirectional currents on all segments. Unlike the unidirectional currents, the port 
locations on the input and output nets are needed to estimate what the various branch 
currents are. Port locations are points where the cell can be connected to the next 

10 level of hierarchy. A single net may have more than one port location in order to 
provide the higher-level router with more flexibihty. All nodes on the input and 
output nets are considered to be port locations, one at a time, to determine the 
worst-case scenario. Even though the cell may be connected at multiple points, the 
analysis considers only one node per port, since connections at multiple nodes will 

1 5 reduce the currents carried by the branches anyway. 

In one embodiment, the novel cost function also includes terminal blockage 
estimation (F^^), FIG. 16 is a diagram of transistors used to illustrate an example of 
terminal blockage. Consider the transistor arrangement given in (A) of FIG. 16. The 
transistor in the middle prevents direct connection between the metal straps on net 

20 nl . This arrangement blocks two routing tracks for routing the same net. If all other 
factors remain same, then the placement given in (B) of FIG. 16 is a better choice, 
since the net nl can be routed using a single routing track instead of two. This 
problem is quite common in true 2-dimensional layouts, such as those of sequential 
cells. This problem can be conveniently dealt with during simulated annealing. 

25 In an example embodiment, the terminal blocking cost Fj^^ is as follows: 

(a) Initialize Fj^^ = 0. 

(b) For each terminal, stretch its bounding box in the preferred routing 
direction till it intersects the cell boundary. Count the number of polygon 
intersections with other terminals on the same layer and net, and add it to Fj^. 
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Alternate embodiments having more complex definitions of terminal blockage 
that take into account allowed interconnect jogging, track estimations, special 
terminal blockage considerations power and ground signals etc. are contemplated. 
The terminal blocking costs is independent of the wire length cost, since it is possible 

5 to use the same length of wire and block varying amounts of tracks on metal lines 
depending on the preferred routing direction and how the wires are laid out. 

In one embodiment, the operation rearranging the clusters (block 1306 of FIG. 
13) consists of three types of moves - flipping of clusters, swapping of clusters and 
exploration of different cluster implementations. To implement a flipping move, a 

10 randomly picked cluster is flipped about the vertical axis. The potential payoffs of 
this move are better diffusion sharing and improved routing. To implement a 
swapping move, the positions of two randomly picked clusters are interchanged. In 
the case of a pure 1 -dimensional or pseudo 2-dimensional placement, the rows do not 
overlap each other. Hence, in such a situation, swapping of two clusters will only 

15 require insertion of blocks in isolated rows. Since the rows overlap in some 

embodiments of the present invention, insertion of a cluster in a row can potentially 
conflict with clusters in the other rows. Simple heuristics are used to resolve such 
conflicts by moving the interfering clusters either to the left or to the right. Besides 
the flipping and swapping moves, the perturbation ftmction also explores different 

20 layout implementations of the same cluster. 

One embodiment of a method of placing the various layout clusters relative to 
each other as referred to in block 506 of FIG. 5 has been described. Although 
specific embodiments have been illustrated and described herein, it will be 
appreciated by those of ordinary skill in the art that any arrangement which is 

25 calculated to achieve the same purpose may be substituted for the specific 
embodiment shown. This apphcation is intended to cover any adaptations or 
variations of the present invention. Therefore, it is intended that this invention be 
limited only by the claims and the equivalents thereof 
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What is claimed is: 

1 L A computerized method of creating a layout for a circuit design, the method 

2 comprising: 

3 receiving a circuit design; 

4 receiving at least one layout rule based on a reliability verification constraint 

5 for the circuit design; and 

6 generating a layout for the circuit design through computer automated 

7 operations wherein the layout generated satisfies the at least one layout rule based on 

8 the rehability verification constraint received for the circuit design. 

1 2. The computerized method of claim 1 , wherein the reliability verification 

2 constraint arises fi*om electromigration. 

1 3 . The computerized method of claim 1 , wherein the reliabihty verification 

2 constraint arises fi:om self-heat. 

1 4. The computerized method of claim 1 , wherein the at least one layout rule 

2 defines a maximum current for a given wire width, 

1 5 . The computerized method of claim 1 , wherein the circuit design is a 

2 microprocessor circuit design, 

1 6. The computerized method of claim 1 , wherein the layout is a two-dimensional 

2 layout comprising a pluraHty of overlapping rows. 

1 7. A computer automated placement method comprising: 

2 placing a plurality of components of an integrated circuit design in a layout for 

3 the integrated circuit design; 

4 analyzing the layout for reliabihty verification considerations; 
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5 rearranging the plurality of components to improve the reliability verification 

6 considerations; and 

7 repeating the analyzing and the rearranging to further improve the reliability 

8 verification considerations. 

1 8. The computer automated placement method of claim 7, wherein analyzing the 

2 layout for reliabiUty verification considerations includes analyzing for 

3 electromigration considerations, 

1 9. The computer automated placement method of claim 7, wherein analyzing the 

2 layout for rehability verification considerations includes analyzing for self heat 

3 considerations. 

1 1 0. The computer automated placement method of claim 7, further comprising 

2 analyzing the layout for other considerations selected fi'om the group consisting of: 

3 layout density constraints, aspect ratio constraints, and routing complexity 

4 constraints. 

1 11. The computer automated placement method of claim 1, wherein placing the 

2 plurality of components is done in a two-dimensional manner with a plurality of 

3 overlapping rows. 

1 12. The computer automated placement method of claim 7, wherein analyzing the 

2 layout is performed by calculating an overall vmidirectional current density for the 

3 layout. 

1 13. A computerized method of placing a plurahty of components of an integrated 

2 circuit in a layout, the method comprising: 

3 assigning each one of a plurahty of components of an integrated circuit to one 

4 of a plurality of clusters; 
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5 generating a layout for each one of the plurahty of clusters; 

6 placing each one of the plurality of clusters in a layout for the integrated circuit 

7 wherein the placing is performed in a two-dimensional manner with a plurality of 

8 overlapping rows ; 

9 analyzing the layout for the integrated circuit using a cost function having a 

10 rehabiUty verification factor; and 

1 1 rearranging the layout for the integrated circuit; and 

12 repeating the analyzing and the rearranging until the cost function is 



13 minimized. 

1 14. The computerized method of claim 1 3 , wherein the reliabihty verification 

2 factor represents the effects of electromigration and self heat. 

1 15. The computerized method of claim 1 3 , wherein a width of each one of the 

2 plurahty of overlapping rows is a multiple of a smallest one of the plurahty of 

3 clusters. 

1 1 6. The computerized method of claim 14, wherein assigning each one of the 

2 components is performed based on a lumped gate ordering style. 

1 17. The computerized method of claim 14, wherein assigning each one of the 

2 components is performed based on a distributed gate ordering style. 

1 18. The computerized method of claim 14, further comprising adjusting one or 

2 more of the plurality of components in one of the clusters to comply with a size 

3 constraint. 

1 1 9. The computerized method of claim 1 8, wherein the adjusting is performed 

2 using device-based legging. 
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1 

2 



20. The computerized method of claim 18, wherein the adjusting is performed 
using stack-based legging. 



1 21. The computerized method of claim 18, wherein the adjusting is performed 

2 using differential legging. 



1 22. An article comprising: 

2 a computer-readable medium including instructions that when executed cause a 

3 computer to: 

4 receive a circuit design; 

5 receive at least one layout rule based on a rehability verification constraint for 

6 the circuit design; and 

7 generate a layout for the circuit design through computer automated operations 



8 wherein the layout generated satisfies the at least one layout rule based on the 

9 rehability verification constraint received for the circuit design. 

1 23 . The article of claim 22, wherein the rehabihty verification constraint arises 

2 from electromigration. 

1 24. The article of claim 22, wherein the reliability verification constraint arises 

2 fi*om self-heat. 

1 25. The article of claim 22, wherein the layout is generated in a two dimensional 

2 manner having a plurahty of overlapping rows. 



1 26. An article comprising: 

2 a computer-readable medium including instructions that when executed cause a 

3 computer to: 

4 place a plurahty of components of an integrated circuit design in a two- 

5 dimensional layout for the integrated circuit design; 
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6 analyze the layout for reliability verification considerations; and 

7 rearrange the components to improve the reliability verification considerations 

8 based on the analysis of the layout. 

1 27. The article of claim 26, wherein the rehability verification consideration arises 

2 from electromigration. 

1 28 . The article of claim 26, wherein the reliability verification consideration arises 

2 from self-heat. 



1 29. A computer-readable medium having computer-executable modules 

2 comprising: 

3 a cell library to maintain a plurality of logic gates and a plurality of layout 

4 rules; 

5 a schematic design tool to create a schematic of an integrated circuit using the 

6 plurality of gates maintained by the cell library; 

7 a net hst tool to create a net list representation of the schematic; and 

8 a placement tool to generate a layout of the integrated circuit from the net list 



9 representation wherein the placement tool performs a reliability verification of the 

10 layout, 

1 30. The computer-readable medium of claun 29 further comprising a routing tool 

2 to route wires between the plurality of logic gates in the layout. 

1 31. A computerized system comprising: 

2 a computer-readable medium; 

3 a processor; and 

4 a computer-aided design program stored on the computer-readable medium and 

5 executable by the processor, the computer-aided design program comprising a 
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6 placement module to generate a layout of an intregrated circuit wherein the 

7 placement module performs a rehability verification of the layout. 
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Abstract of the Disclosure 

A 2-dimensional placement system and method minimize reliability concerns 
arising from electromigration and self-heat while at the same time achieving a high 
layout density. The 2-dimensional placement method also uses a placement space 
with rows that have non-uniform sizes and are overlapping. According to one 

5 embodiment of the present invention, a computerized method of creating a layout for 
a circuit design includes receiving a circuit design and receiving at least one layout 
rule based on a reliabihty verification constraint for the circuit design. The 
computerized method further includes generating a layout for the circuit design 
through computer automated operations wherein the layout generated satisfies the at 

1 0 least one layout rule based on the reliability verification constraint received for the 
circuit design. 
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Attorney Docket No. 884.141US1 

SCHWEGMAN, LUNDBERG, WOESSNER & KLUTH, P.A. 

United States Patent Application 

COMBINED DECLARATION AND POWER OF ATTORNEY 

As a below named inventor I hereby declare that: my residence, post office address and citizenship are as 
stated below next to my name; that 

I verily believe I am the original, first and joint inventor of the subject matter which is claimed and for which 
a patent is sought on the invention entitled: 2-DTMKNSTONAT PTACFMENT WTTH RET J ABILITY 
CONSTRAINTS FOR VI.SI DESIGN , 

The specification of which is attached hereto. 

I hereby state that I have reviewed and understand the contents of the above-identified specification, including 
the claims, as amended by any amendment referred to above. 

I acknowledge the duty to disclose information which is material to the patentability of this appUcation in 
accordance with 37 CF.R. § 1 .56 (attached hereto). I also acknowledge my duty to disclose all information known to 
be material to patentability which became available between a filing date of a prior application and the national or 
PC9 international filing date in the event this is a Continuation-In-Part application in accordance with 37 CF.R. 
§l#(e). 

; J I hereby claim foreign priority benefits under 35 U.S.C. §1 19(a)-(d) or 365(b) of any foreign appUcation(s) for 
patfnt or inventor's certificate, or 365(a) of any PCT international apphcation which designated at least one country 
othif than the United States of America, listed below and have also identified below any foreign appUcation for 
pat^t or inventor's certificate having a filing date before that of the application on the basis of which priority is 
claimed: 

No juch claim for priority is being made at this time. 

u I hereby claim the benefit under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) of any United States provisional application(s) hsted 
belfjv: 

No such claim for priority is being made at this time. 

I hereby claim the benefit under 35 U.S.C. § 120 or 365(c) of any United States and PCT international 
application(s) listed below and, insofar as the subject matter of each of the claims of this application is not disclosed 
in the prior United States or PCT international application in the manner provided by tiie first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 12, 1 acknowledge the duty to disclose material information as defined in 37 CF.R. § 1.56(a) which became 
available between the filing date of the prior application and the national or PCT international filing date of this 
application: 



No such claim for priority is being made at this time. 
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I hereby appoint the following attomey(s) and/or patent agent(s) to prosecute this application and to transact 
all business in the Patent and Trademark Office connected herewith: 



Adams, Gregory J. Reg. No. 

Anglin, J. Michael Reg. No. 

Arora, Suneel Reg. No. 

Bianchi, Tinnothy E. Reg. No. 

Billion, Richard E. Reg. No. 

Black, David W. Reg. No. 

Brennan, Leoniede M. Reg. No. 

Brennan, Thomas F Reg. No. 

Brooks, Edward J., Ill Reg. No 

Chu, Dinh CP. Reg No. 

Clark, Barbara J. Reg. No. 

Dahl,JohnM. Reg. No. 

Drake, Eduardo E. Reg. No 

Eliseeva, Maria M. Reg. No. 

Embretson, Janet E. Reg. No. 

Fogg, David N. Reg. No. 

Fordenbacher, Paul J. Reg. No. 

Forrest, Bradley A. Reg. No. 



44,494 Harris, Robert J. Reg. No. 

24,916 Huebsch, Joseph C. Reg. No. 

42,267 Jurkovich, Patti J. Reg. No. 

39,610 Kalis, Janal M. Reg. No. 

32.836 Kaufinann, John D. Reg. No. 
42,33 1 Klima-Silberg, Catherine I. Reg. No. 
35,832 Kluth, Daniel J. Reg. No. 
3 5 ,075 Lacy, Rodney L. Reg. No. 
40,925 Leffert, Thomas W. Reg. No. 
4 1 ,676 Lemaire, Charles A. Reg. No. 
38,1 07 Litman, Mark A. Reg. No. 
44,639 Lundberg, Steven W. Reg. No. 
40,594 Mack, Lisa K. Reg. No. 
43,328 Maki, Peter C. Reg. No. 
39,665 Malen, Peter L. Reg. No. 
35,138 Mates, Robert E. Reg. No. 
42,546 McCrackin, Ann M. Reg. No. 

30.837 Nama, Kash Reg. No. 



37,346 Nelson, Albin J. Reg, No. 28,650 

42,673 Nielsen, Walter W. Reg. No. 25,539 

44,8 1 3 Oh, Allen J. Reg. No. 42,047 

37,650 Padys, Danny J. Reg. No. 35,635 

24,017 Parker, J. Kevin Reg. No. 33,024 

40,052 Peacock, Gregg A. Reg. No. 45 ,00 1 

32,146 Perdok, Monique M. Reg. No. 42,989 

41,136 Polglaze, Daniel J. Reg. No. 39,801 

40,697 Prout, William F Reg. No 33,995 

36,1 98 Schumm, Sheny W. Reg. No. 39,422 

26,390 Schwegman, Micheal L. Reg. No. 25,8 16 

30,568 Sieffert, Kent J. Reg No. 41 ,3 12 

42,825 Slifer, Russell D. Reg. No. 39,838 

42,832 Smith, Michael G. Reg. No. P-45,368 

44,894 Steffey, Charles E. Reg. No. 25,1 79 

35,271 Terry, Kathleen R, Reg. No. 31,884 

42,858 Viksnins, Ann S. Reg. No. 37,748 

44,255 Woessner, Warren D. Reg. No. 30,440 



□ I hereby authorize them to act and rely on instructions from and communicate directly with the person/assignee/attomey/ 
finillrganization/who/which first sends/sent this case to them and by whom/which I hereby declare that I have consented after full 
disGpsure to be represented unless/until I instruct Schwegman, Lundberg, Woessner & Kluth, P.A. to the contrary. 

mM direct all correspondence m this case to Schwegman, Lundberg, Woessner & Kluth, P,A. at the address indicated below: 

P.O. Box 2938, Minneapolis, MN 55402 
f Telephone No. (612)373-6900 

J I hereby declare that all statements made herem of my own knowledge are true and that all statements made on information and 
belief are believed to be true; and further that these statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the like so 
maik are punishable by fme or imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States Code and that such willful false 
statements may jeopardize the validity of the appHcation or any patent issued thereon. 



FujFKame of joint inventor number 1 : Kiran Ganesh 
Citi^nship: India 
Posrbffice Address: 302 Easy Street 

C #39 

Mountain View, CA 94043 



Residence; Mountain View, CA 



Signature: 



Date: 



Kiran Ganesh 



Full Name of joint inventor number 2 : Artour Levin 

Citizenship: Belarus Residence: San Jose, CA 

Post Office Address: 1128 Wunderlich Drive 

San Jose, CA 95129 

Signature: — 

Artour Levin 



X Additional inventors are being named on separately numbered sheets, attached hereto. 
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Serial No. not assigned 

Filing Date: not assigned • — 

I hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true and that all statements made on information and 
belief are believed to be true; and further that these statements were made wifli the knowledge that willful false statements and the like so 
made are punishable by fme or imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States Code and that such willful false 
statements may jeopardize the validity of the application or any patent issued thereon. 

Full Name of joint inventor number 3 : Miles F, McCoo 

Citizenship: United States of America Residence: Haifa, Israel 

Post Office Address : Sdero t Hanassi 28 

#10 

Haifa 34372 
Israel 



Signature: _^ 

Miles F. McCoo 



Full Name of joint inventor number 4 : Narf sir Kt Sehgal 
Citizenship: United States of America 

Post Office Address: 3240 Cabrillo Avenue 

Santa Clara, CA 95051 



Residence: Santa Clara, CA 



Sigtflture: 



Naresh K. Sehgal 



Date: 



FultName of inventor: 
Citizfnship: 
Post"bffice Address: 



Residence: 



Si^ture: 



Date: 



Full Name of inventor: 

Citizenship: 

Post Office Address: 



Residence: 



Signature: 



Date: 



